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DETAILED ACTION 
Miscellaneous 

1 . Please note that the examiner of record for this application has changed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 09/16/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response to applicant's argument that there is no teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that 
obviousness may be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior 
art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1 071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988), In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992), and KSR International Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 
(2007). In this case, the combination of the references teaches the limitations of claim 
1 . Eldering teaches receiving interactive TV content via a first broadcast stream, i.e. 
receiving content at a head-end from a centralized point (Para. 37, 51, 52); determining 
if the content is targeted for a specific group of receivers based upon first 
personalization data (Para. 33-34, 37, 41, 51); and upon determining the content is 
targeted for the specific group of receivers, transmitting the interactive TV content via a 
second broadcast stream to the specific group of receivers, i.e. routing the content to 
the correct node or receiver based upon the assigned group or subgroup (Para. 30, 37, 
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51-52), the tagged content is tauglit in Kunl<el (i.e. content is tagged witli demograpliic 
codes Col. 3, lines 35-50). Applicant also argues that Kunkel solely operates at the set 
top box converter level at the end user for processing to determine the advertisement 
for display, and that the Kunkel system to exist within the router of Eldering would 
completely make Kunkel non-operational. Examiner respectfully disagrees, Eldering 
teaches the targeted advertisements are inserted in the program streams at a 
centralized distribution such as a router or a cable head-end (Abstract). Kunkel in Fig. 

1 . clearly teaches a head-end connected to the set-top box converter. 

Double Patenting 

2. Applicant is advised that should claim 31 be found allowable, claim 32 will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1, 3, 6, 8, 13, and 21-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kunkel (US 7,1 00,1 83) in view of Eldering (US2005/01 9341 0). 

Regarding claim 1, Kunkel teaches a method for selectively providing 
personalized interactive TV content comprising (Col. 4, lines 33-64): 

broadcasting the interactive TV content via a first broadcast stream, the 
interactive TV content including tagged content, the tagged content being marked 
by a tag comprising first personalization data, i.e. content is tagged with 
demographic codes (Col. 3, lines 35-50); 

determining if the tagged content is targeted for a specific group of 
receivers based upon the first personalization data (Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 24; 
Col. 6, lines 4-8); and 

upon determining the tagged content is targeted for the specific group of 
receivers, transmitting the interactive TV content via the first broadcast stream to 
the specific group of receivers, i.e. content is sent to users and filtered based on 
the demographic codes (Col. 3, line 35-Col. 4, line 24; Col. 6, lines 4-8). 

Kunkel does not clearly teach receiving interactive TV content via a first 
broadcast stream; and transmitting the interactive TV content via a second 
broadcast stream to the specific group of receivers. 

Eldering teaches receiving interactive TV content via a first broadcast 
stream, i.e. receiving content at a head-end from a centralized point (Para. 37, 
51, 52); 
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determining if tlie content is targeted for a specific group of receivers 
based upon first personalization data (Para. 33-34, 37, 41, 51); and 

upon determining tlie content is targeted for tlie specific group of 
receivers, transmitting tlie interactive TV content via a second broadcast stream 
to tlie specific group of receivers, i.e. routing tlie content to tlie correct node or 
receiver based upon tlie assigned group or subgroup (Para. 30, 37, 51-52). 

Tlierefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Kunkel to include receiving interactive 
TV content via a first broadcast stream; and transmitting the interactive TV 
content via a second broadcast stream to the specific group of receivers, using 
the known method of routing content based upon assigned groups, as taught by 
Eldering, in combination with the interactive content tagging system of Kunkel, for 
the purpose of conserving bandwidth while also providing effective advertising. 

Regarding claim 3, Kunkel in view of Eldering teaches selectively 
broadcasting the second personalization data to the at least one receiver 
(Kunkel-Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 24). 

Regarding claim 6, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 1 . 



Regarding claim 8, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 3. 
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Regarding claim 13, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 1 . Kunkel in 
view of Eldering further teaches the tagged content is personalized for display 
only by one or more receivers provided with respective second personalization 
data (Kunkel-Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 46; Eldering-Para. 33, 36). 

Regarding claim 21 , Kunkel in view of Eldering teaches selectively 
receiving second personalization data by at least one receiver of the specific 
group of receivers, via a third broadcast stream, the second personalization data 
including data to permit the at least one receiver to output the tagged content, 
e.g. demographic information may be downloaded to the set-top box from the 
head-end (Kunkel-Col. 3, lines 14-28; Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 24). 

Regarding claim 22, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 21 . 

Regarding claim 23, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 21 . 

Regarding claim 24, the combination of references teaches the method of 
claim 1, wherein the interactive TV content is received via the first broadcast 
stream from a cable head-end system (Kunkel, Fig 1, label 10, Eldering, Para. 
37,51,52) 
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Regarding claim 25, the combination of references teaclies tlie metliod of 
claim 24, wherein the receivers of the specific of group of receivers are TV 
subscriber set-top boxes (Kunkel-Col. 3, lines 14-28; Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 
24). 

Regarding claim 26, tlie combination of references teaches the method of 
claim 1 , wherein the receivers of the specific of group of receivers are TV 
subscriber set-top boxes (Kunkel-Col. 3, lines 14-28; Col. 3, line 59-Col. 4, line 
24). 

Regarding claim 27, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 24. 
Regarding claim 28, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 25. 
Regarding claim 29, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 26. 
Regarding claim 30, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 24. 
Regarding claim 31 , claim is analyzed with respect to claim 25. 
Regarding claim 32, claim is analyzed with respect to claim 26. 
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Conclusion 

1. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tlie extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTINE KURIEN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5694. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs., 7:30am-5pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571)272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/C. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2427 
/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2427 



